





Cosmopolitanism and Liberalism: 
Kant and Contemporary Liberal Cosmopolitanism
Abstract
The author of this paper compares Kant’s notion of cosmopolitan right with contemporary 
liberal cosmopolitanism of such theorists like James Bohman (Professor of Philosophy at 
Saint Louis University) and David Held (Professor at the London School of Economics and 
Political Science). These two theorists bring Kant’s cosmopolitan right and reshape it by 
taking into consideration the process of globalization and the fact of pluralism. It is neces-
sary to investigate how far these authors have changed the insight into Kant’s cosmopolitan 








phenomena	 shifted	 from	 the	 national	 and	 local	 to	 the	 global	 and	 cosmo-





authors,	Giddens,	Beck,	Held,	 and	Bohman	among	 them,	 formed	 theories	
which	describe	the	“global”	political	reality	and	make	it	more	comprehen-


















































a	 social	 contract	of	 equal	 and	 free	 individuals	who	create	a	 state	 in	which	





























er	 two	 conditions.	Without	 the	 cosmopolitan	 right	 any	 federation	 of	 states	
(league	of	nations)	would	not	be	possible	 at	 all.	Cosmopolitan	 right	 is	 the	
broadest	 among	 other	 rights:	 it	 contains	 the	 civil	 right	 (ius civitis),	which	
concerns	the	rights	of	 individuals	within	a	state,	and	the	international	right	













are:	 a	ban	on	making	 temporary	peace	 trea-





























The	 republican	 system	 is	 not	 similar	 to	 de-
mocracy.	Kant	equates	democracy	with	a	des-







in	 political	 practice	 in	 order	 to	 avoid	 wars.	
Thus,	it	is	necessary	to	maintain	transparency	
of	 the	 law	 to	 achieve	 perpetual	 peace.	Any	
action	which	does	not	observe	the	obligation	
of	 law	transparency	is	an	act	of	 injustice.	In	






situations,	 states	 are	 always	 sovereign	 and	






Kant	 argues	 that	 incessant	 wars	 will	 even-
tually	make	 rulers	 recognize	 the	 benefits	 of	
peaceful	negotiation.	They	will	gradually	in-
crease	freedom	of	their	citizens,	because	free	




























Kant’s inspiration and contemporary examples: 
James Bohman and David Held
In	this	paragraph,	I	would	like	to	focus	on	two	examples	illustrating	typical	
application	of	the	Kantian	idea	of	cosmopolitanism,	the	James	Bohman’s	and	


























































From	 the	 perspective	 of	 universal	 law	 the	
pure	reason	deduces	that	reasonable	freedom	




regard	 to	 internal	 freedom,	 legislation	 takes	
a	moral	form	(categorical	imperative);	in	the	














a	means”	(Immanuel	Kant,	Grounding for the 
Metaphysics of Morals with On a Supposed 
Right to Lie because of Philanthropic Con-
cerns, trans. J. W. Ellington, Hackett Publish-
ing Company, Indianapolis 1993, p. 36).
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It	 is	 good	 to	 bear	 in	mind	 that	Kant	 rejects	
Pax Romanum	 because	he	would	 like	 to	 re-
move	the	war	outside	the	sphere	of	law.
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See:	James	Bohman,	The Public Sphere of the 
World Citizens,	 in:	 James	Bohman,	Mathias	
Lutz-Bachmann	(eds.),	Perpetual Peace. Es-
says on Kant’s Cosmopolitan Ideal,	The	MIT	
Press	 Cambridge,	 Massachusetts	 –	 London	
1997.
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Today	 we	 have	 a	 heated	 discussion	 among	




































mation	 of	 one	 super-state.	The	 aim	of	 cosmopolitan	 democracy	 is	 to	 raise	







Furthermore,	 there	 should	 be	 a	 “global”	 democratic	 state’s	 assembly	 that	
would	decide	every	important	global	issue	concerning	environmental	protec-
tion,	wars,	economics	or	health	policy	etc.	The	objectives	of	such	an	assembly	







cosmopolitan	 right	 is	 too	narrow	a	 concept.	Universal	 hospitability	 cannot	
be	ensured	if	the	economic	and	social	standards	of	citizens’	lives	are	shaped	
without	 their	acceptance.	Moreover,	Held	claims	 that	we	are	able	 to	 fulfill	




















However,	 this	kind	of	argumentation	has	a	 few	weak	points.	 I	have	shown	
only	 some	problems	with	 understanding	 of	 cosmopolitan	 ideas.	Generally,	
this	kind	of	liberal	cosmopolitanism	describes	global	community	as	a	com-
munity	of	 all	 democratic	 states.	Some	authors,	 like	Chantal	Mouffe,	 ask	 a	
question	as	to	who	will	decide	which	country	is	democratic	or	not	and	who	





David	 Held,	 Cosmopolitan Democracy and 
the Global Order: A New Agenda,	in:	J.	Bo-




by	 “democratic	 rights”	 or	 “cosmopolitan	
democratic	 law”	 and	 how	 they	 are	 different	
from	the	classical	liberal	perspective	of	inter-














life	 chances;	 5.	 collective	 decision	 making	











Brighouse	 (eds.), The Political Philosophy 
of Cosmopolitanism,	 Cambridge	 University	
Press,	Cambridge	2005,	pp.	12–16.
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their	 right	 to	 democratic	 self-governing	 and	
legitimizes	the	violation	of	the	state’s	sover-
eignty	 by	 international	 institutions.	 Mouffe	
tries	 to	 improve	 the	 liberal	 cosmopolitan	
project.	She	builds	her	own	conception	of	the	
“pluriversal”	politics	in	which	she	points	out,	
as	 mentioned	 above,	 the	 weak	 elements	 of	
cosmopolitan	democracy	idea.	She	criticizes	
cosmopolitan	 concept	 of	 governance	 which	
replaces	the	concept	of	power	and	an	idea	of	
government	 resulting	 from	 it.	She	 is	against	
cosmopolitanism	and	is	 in	favor	of	multilat-
eral/multipole	global	order,	where	we	accept	
differences	 and	 plurality.	 She	 advocates	 not	
for	universe	but	pluriverse	 in	which	politics	
is	understood	as	an	agonistic	sphere	of	con-
frontation	 among	 contradictory	 hegemonic	


















































dependence	of	 a	 contingent	 identity.	All	 these	 trends	 reveal	problems	with	
classical	liberalism.	Does	it	mean	that	this	is	the	end	of	a	state	or	that	Kant’s	
theory	is	useless?	I	do	not	agree	with	such	stance.	The	problems	of	inconsist-
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Kozmopolitanizam i liberalizam: 
Kant i suvremeni liberalni kozmopolitanizam
Sažetak
Autor ovog članka uspoređuje Kantov pojam kozmopolitskog prava sa suvremenim liberalnim 
kozmopolitanizmom teoretičara poput James Bohmana (profesor filozofije na Sveučilištu Saint 
Louis) i Davida Helda (profesora na London School of Economics and Political Science). Ova 
dva teoretičara uzimaju Kantovo kozmopolitsko pravo i preoblikuju ga uzimajući u obzir proces 
globalizacije i činjenicu pluralizma. Nužno je istražiti koliko su duboko ovi autori promijenili 
uvid u Kantovo kozmopolitsko pravo i njegove implikacije te također koliko su ovi autori pre-




Kosmopolitanismus und Liberalismus: 
Kant und zeitgenössischer liberaler Kosmopolitanismus
Zusammenfassung
Der Verfasser dieses Artikels vergleicht Kants Begriff des kosmopolitischen Rechts mit dem zeit-
genössischen liberalen Kosmopolitanismus der Theoretiker wie James Bohman (Professor für 
Philosophie an der Saint Louis Universität) und David Held (Professor an der London School of 
Economics and Political Science). Diese zwei Theoretiker greifen Kants kosmopolitisches Recht 





lismus Rücksicht nehmen. Erforderlich ist es zu erkunden, wie beträchtlich diese Autoren die 
Einsicht in Kants kosmopolitisches Recht und dessen Implikationen modifiziert und ebenfalls 




Cosmopolitisme et libéralisme : 
Kant et le cosmopolitisme libéral contemporain
Résumé
L’auteur du présent article compare la notion de droit cosmopolitique de Kant au cosmopo-
litisme libéral contemporain chez les théoriciens tels que James Bohman (professeur de phi-
losophie à l’Université de Saint-Louis) et David Held (professeur à l’École d’Économie et de 
Sciences Politiques de Londres). Ces deux théoriciens prennent le droit cosmopolite de Kant et 
l’adaptent en tenant compte du processus de globalisation et du fait du pluralisme. Il est néces-
saire d’examiner jusqu’à quel point ces auteurs ont modifié l’idée du droit cosmopolite de Kant 
et ses implications, ainsi que d’examiner à quel point ces auteurs ont modifié le vocabulaire 
libéral et politique classique.
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